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Europe was born with the right of free movement. It was built up by former deadly enemies, who pledged to guarantee freedom of movement to their fellow citizens, to make the borders porous and, finally, with the Schengen Treaty, open to Europeans and, although with lesser assurance, to immigrants with a residence permit provided by the individual countries. The Treaty of Rome, of which we will celebrate the sixtieth anniversary in 2017, is the document in which it was explicitly recognized that national borders are the cause of wars.
The countries that had made Europe a slaughterhouse rebuilt peace starting precisely from the right closest to the human condition: the one that, according to the beautiful Kantian idea, everybody needs, for him to feel free, to leave his country carrying with him his own roots.
That right was, for the great German philosopher of the Enlightenment, a legal protection coherent with our condition that leads us, for various reasons, to survive or to grow, to move throughout the world, to decide to go elsewhere. The borders are artifacts that must be relativized and their closure is to be justified -this is the sense of the argument of a law against the force of the states, which the European treaties and the international agreements on refugees and asylum seekers are based on. Nationalist ideologies have progressed in parallel to the culture of the right of free movement; they were also born in the wake of the revolutions of the eighteenth century, with the purpose of containing and reversing, if necessary, the logic of that right. The religion of the nation state tried to proclaim as natural both the nation and all that follows from it: ethnic characters, religion, language, and finally the boundaries that are sealing all those things, also celebrated as"sacred". From the radicalization of these nationalist premises were born the monsters of the twentieth century, as Altiero Spinelli, Ernesto Rossi and Ursula Hirschmann wrote in the Ventotene Manifesto: militarism, colonialism, the European wars, the extermination policies in the name of racial purity. We know this story. But we no longer remember it so well, apparently, given the overwhelming resurgence of walls and barbed wire between Austria and Italy, between Hungary and the Balkans and in other places too. Benedetto Croce said that history is not a teacher of life.
Each generation claims the right to make the same mistakes as its ancestors, with the justification that the historical context keeps changing, so there are never the same mistakes. It is precisely against the relativism of the context that the continuous practice of rights has been seeking to break through -what good would signing treaties be if one does not assume that the historical conditions, although changing, can still be governed by us, by our "good will"? The European countries, those that have signed or joined the Treaty of Rome and the treaties that followed, seem to have forgotten both recent history and the logic of the law. And are putting barbed wires along the invisible lines that separate each of them from the others, just as they think they are keeping the non-Europeans out.
Nobody knows whether the citizens of those countries are informed about the consequences that barbed wire will have on their freedom of movement. Are the Austrians or the Hungarians aware that the barbed wire locks them inside while it holds the refugees out? Public opinion should, if nothing else, make it clear that the right of movement has two directions, not one: it means going in and going out. And going out presupposes that another state is willing to receive the person that is going out. The walls, both administrative and physical, are unfortunately hidden under a mountain of nationalist propaganda that shows only one side of the story. If the Berlin Wall was to block the exiting right to the subjects of Communist Germany, these new protectionist walls should obstruct the entry to migrants.
The anti-immigration walls that are raised in the heart of Europe have a very concrete way of saying that those who raise them think they can preserve their small privileges if and as long as they will be the only ones to enjoy them. They highlight one of the most striking contradictions plaguing the global societies: that between a refined and Translated by Lionello Casalegno cosmopolitan culture that shares universal values, which remains anyway a minority, and a widespread popular culture that, while is satisfied with global consumerism, is terrified by globalization, greatly fears economic uncertainty and may develop, with the help of shrewd demagogues, a paroxysmal attachment to a wealth that is increasingly difficult to attain, fragile and temporary.
The new European populist right-parties hold together two orders of discourse: the economic interests of their middle and working class (which the curtailment of social policies and the austerity imposed by the European Stability Pact have made more exposed to the crisis) and the ambitions of the national community (which the traditional coordinates of politics, and sovereignty for sure, are no longer able to satisfactorily represent).
The cement that justifies the construction of barbed-wire walls -this is the symbol of the populist and nationalist rights -is new and recent: the culture of international conspiracy fueled both by the terrorist attacks and the propaganda of the Isis, and by the dominance of global finance over national choices. These ingredients of old and new origin are upsetting at the roots Europe's underlying principles and the aims of the Treaty of Rome, including the culture of freedom of movement.
